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BEFORE THE
| LLI NOI S COMVERCE COMM SSI ON

IN THE MATTER OF:

I LLI NOI S COMVERCE COMM SSI ON ON

I TS OAN MOTI ON,

VS.

XO COMMUNI CATI ONS SERVI CES, | NC.

Citation for

corporate status.

Met

BEFORE:

MS. CLAUDI A SAI NSOT, Adm nistrative Law Judge.

pur suant

APPEARANCES:

failure to mai ntain

No. 06-0808

N e N - N N N N N N N

Chicago, Illinois
February 7, 2007

to notice at 1:00 p.m

MR. CONRAD S. RUBI NKOWSKI

527 East Capit ol

Springfield, I1l1li
Appearing for
(tel ephonically);

Avenue
nois 62701
St af f

ROWLAND & MOORE, by
MR. THOMAS H. ROWL_AND
200 West Superi or

Chi cago,

Appearing for

Street, Suite 400

I1l1inois 60610

XO Communi cati ons.

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COMPANY, by

Tracy L.

Overocker,

CSR
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W t nesses:

None.

Re-

Direct Cross direct

Re - By
cross Exam ner

EXHI BI TS

Number

None so mar ked.

For

| dentification

In Evidence
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JUDGE SAI NSOT: By the authority vested in ne
by the Illinois Commerce Conmm ssion, | now cal
Docket No. 06-0808. It is Illinois Commerce
Comm ssion on its own nmotion versus XO Communi cati ons
Services, Inc., and it is a citation for failure to
mai ntain corporate status.

WIl the parties identify thensel ves

for the record, please.

MR. RUBI NKOWSKI : Conrad S. Rubi nkowski ,

R-u-b-i-n-k-o0-ws-k-i, 527 East Capitol Avenue,
Springfield, Illinois 62701, representing Staff of
the Illinois Commerce Comm ssSion

MR. ROWLAND: On behal f of XO Communi cations
Services, Inc., Thomas Row and of the law firm
Rowl and & Moore, 200 West Superior Street, Suite 400,
Chicago, Illinois 60610.

JUDGE SAI NSOT: OCkay. For the record, XO has
filed a motion to dism ss this proceeding and the --
attached to the motion -- verified motion and
attached to this nmotion is the foreign corporation
annual report of XO.

M. Rubi nkowski, is there any
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objection to granting that motion?

MR. RUBI NKOWSKI : No. Staff has no objection

and while it's not -- | guess it's not evidence, a

check of the Secretary of State's corporation Web

site does indicate that the respondent has been

reinstated and i s

currently in good standing. So

Staff has no objection to the motion to di sm ss.

JUDGE SAI NSOT: Okay. That being the case, |

will issue a recommended order granting the notion to

di sm ss.

MR. ROWLAND

Thank you very much.

(Heard and taken.)



